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ABSTRACT 

This study explores the existence of a continuum, of 
sexual aggression anong males and a corresponding continuum of sexual 
victimization - among females, A 12-guestion Sexual , Experiences Survey 
i^ritten in parallel versions for men and women was administered to 
3, 862" university students- Three levels of sexual 

aggressicn/victimization ranging from consensual sexual intercourse 
to actual rap^ were reported by both sexes, supporting a dimensional 
approach. Factor analysis of the survey instrument revealed three 
stable factors accounting for 51% cf the variance. The faaxors 
corresponded to the three levels of sexual aggression/victimization, 
suggesting a viable alternative approach to sample selection for 
future rape research. The number of females reporting victimization 
was* several times larger than the number o-f males' reporting 
aggression. Further research should- determine if males fail tc report 
aggression, if each aggressive male victimized more than pne woman, 
or if wales and females differ in their perceptions of a given 
experience. (The surve-y instruments, as well as response tables, are 
included,) (»BB) 
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AI3STRACT 

Many instances ^f rnpe are probably "hidden" Trom study by the 
failjafe of typical sample selection methods that rely on police or 
, crisis center ^files to reflect the total population of aggressors 
and victims. In addition, these methods are "typological" and 
assume that people are either "rapists" and "victims" or thev are 
neither. The goals of the present study were to develop a survey 
instrument capable of reflecting the "hidden" cases of rape "not 
tapped by other procedures and to document the Viability of a 
dimensional approach to sexual aggression/sexual ^ictimiz action 
(i,e, ^ the view that sexual aggression/victimization occur in 
varying degrees ranging from consensual sexual intercourse up to 
sexual intercourse obtained through the use of physical force). 

The incidence of three levels of sexual aggression and three 
levels of sexual victimization was determined by admi,nistei;ing 
an anonymous self-report "Sexual Experiences Survey" to a random 
sample of 3^862 university students. The results supported a 
dimensional view. In addition, the frequency with which highly 
aggressive/victimized experiences were reported suggested the 
exten^iveness of the problem of sexual aggression and the degree 
to which "hidden rape" occurs. 

The survey instrument itself was factor-analyzed and found 
to consist 'of three stable factors that accounted for 51% of the 
variance. The factors corresponded to the three levels of sexual 
aggression/victimization. Consequently, it seemed to be a viable 
alternative approach to sample selection for future rape research. 



Paper presented at Midwestern .psychological Association, St.- 
Louis, 1980. Copies of the survey dan be obtained from Mary P. Kpss 
Department' of . Psychology , Kent Stat^ University,- Kent, Ohio 44242. 

This project was supported by grant MII31618 from .the National 
Center for the Control and Prevention of Rape, NIMH. 



I M T R 0 1) It C I ION 

Most previous studies in the rape literature have adopted 
a typological, all-or-none approach. a subvject is eithpr a 
rapist, a rape victim, or a control subject. several writers 

(e.g. WeIS & BORGES^ 1973) believe that the HISTORICAL ROLE OE 
MEN AS THE ^'projector OF WOMEN HAS LED TO A CLOSE ASSOCIATION 
BETWEEN "manliness" AND AGGRESSION. In THIS FRAMEWORK RAP1E 
REPRESENTS AN EXTREME BEHAVIOR BUT ONE THAT IS ON A CONTINUUM 
WITH NORMAL MALE BEHAV I OR WI TH I N THE- CULTURE . PRESENTLY, ONLY 
ONE STUDY SUPPORTS THE EXISTENCE OF VARIOUS DEGREES OF SEXUAL. 
AGGRESSION ( Kl RKPATR'I CK R KaMIN, 1957) AND IT IS SUBJECT TO A 

number of methodological flaws as well as being over twenty 
years old. ^ 

The data on rape>^nder-fIeporting (Curtis, 1975) suggest 
that only one-in-three to one-in-ten of the rape^ that occur 
every -^year are reported to the police. furthermore, the con- 

VICTIOI^ RATE FOR RAPE IS LESS THAN \t OF REPORTED CRIMES. ThESE 
OBSERVATIONS SUGGEST THE EXISTENCE OF MANY "hIDDEN" CASES OF RAPE 
an!) 'emphasize TH€ need to MOVE BEYOND CRISI S CENTER AND POLICE 
FILES AS SOURCES OF SUBJECTS FOR RAPE RESEARCH. 

The PRESENT STUDY HAD TWO MaJoR GOALS. ThE FIRST WAS TO 
DOCUMENT THE EXISTENCE OF A CONTINUUM OF SEXUAL AGGRESSION AMONG 
MALES AND A CORRESPONDI NG .CONTI NUUM OF SEXUAL ■ V ICT I MI ZAT I ON 
AMONG FEMALES USING A NEWLY DEVELOPED "SeXUAL EXPERIENCES' SURVEY. 
The SECOND goal was to demonstrate that a SUFFICIENT NUMBER OF 
INDIVIDUALS COULD BE IDENTIFIED AT EACH OF THE LEVELS OF SEXUAL 
aggression/victimization TO MAKE THE SURVEY A FEASIBLE ALTER- 
NATIVE SAMPLING STRATEGY FOR FgTURE RAPE RESEARCH. 

*THESE CONTINUA are represented SCHEMATICALLY IN FiGURE 1, , 
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A Sexual Experiences Survey was written in parallel version 
FOR men and women. The survey consisted op .12 YES-NO questions ■ 

referring EXPLICIILY TO THE SUBJECT'S EXPERIENCES WITH SEXUAL 
INTERCOURSE. ThE TEXT OF THE FEMALE SURVEY IS SHOWN IN FIGURE 2. 

The male version is shown in Figure 3. The survey was presented 
anonymously to 3.862 university students in randomly selected 
classes representing all colleges, majors and levels of a large^ 
midwestern university (2.016 females. 1.8% males. mean age 21; 

RANGE JS-^lS. 91% WhItE. TL BLACK. 11 HISPANIC AND NATIVE AMERICAN). 

The FOLLOWING CRITERIA WERE USED TO OPERAT I ONALI ZE THE LEVELS 
OF SEXUAL aggression/sexual VICTIMIZATION: 

* 

1. No.N-SEXUALLY AGGRESS I VE/NON-SEXUALLY VICTIMIZED S 
RESPONDS "yes" TO QUESTIONS \j 2 AND/oR 3 ONLY . 

2. Low sexually aggressive/low sexually victimized S 

RESPONDS "yes" TO QUESTIONS ^\ , 5 AND/oR 6. 

3. HODERATELY SEXUALLY AGGRESS I VE/mODERATELY SEXUALLY 
VICTIMIZED S RESPONDS "YES" TO QUESTIONS 1 j 8 AND/oR 
9. 

^. Highly sexua-lly aggressive/highly sexually victimized 

S. RESPONDS "yes" TO QUEST I ONS - 10^ 11 AND/oR 12. 

A FACTOR-ANALYSIS WITH VERI-MAX ROTATION WAS PERFORMED ON THE 
RESPONSES OF THE MEN AND WOMEN SEPARATELY. SiNCE NO DIFFERENCES 
IN FACTOR STRUCTURE EMERGED BETWEEN THE SEXES, THE SAMPLES WERE 
COLLAPSED AND THE FACTOR ANALYSIS WAS COMPLETED FOR THE TOTAL 3,862 
SUBJECTS. 

J 
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R C S U L 1 S : D I- N 0 G R A P II I C S 
The demographic variables or the survey sample were compared 

TO THE characteristics OF THE UNIVERSITY POPULATION AS A WHOLE. 

There were no significant differences between the survey sample 

AND the total POPULATION IN TERMS OF SEX AND RACE. ThE SAMPLE 
DID DIFFER SIGNIFICANTLY FROK THE TOTAL POPULATION IN AGE.^ ThE 
SAMPLE CONTAINED W/o OF PERSONS 25 YEARS OLD AND OLDER WHEREAS 
30.^1% OF THE UNIVERSITY AS A WHOLE ARE OVER 25 ,\ EFFORTS jWERE 
MADE TO SAMPLE MORE EVENING AND GRADUATE COURSEs\ TO OBTAIN MORE 
OLDER PERSONS BUT THEY WERE NOT SUCCESSFUL IN COf\pLETELY 
ELIMINATING THE AGE DIFFERENCES. 
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RES 1) [_ IS: S [l\ V [■. Y f. S 1^ 0 N S (I S 
The text of the survey questions and the number and percentage 

OF MALES AND FEMALES WHO RESPONDED "yES" TO EACH ITEM ARE PRESENTED 

IN Table 1. 

When the scoring criteria previously described were applied 

TO THE responses IT WAS FOUND THAT THE MALE AND FEMALE RESPONDENTS 
WERE CLASSIFIED AS FOLLOWS: 

y 

\ 

■ Females 

11,57. Highly Sexually Victimized 

257o Moderately Sexually Victimized 

• 17.97.. Low Sexually Victimized 

36. 5/^ Not Sexually Victimized 



Hales 

Highly Sexually Aggressive 
L\,7l Moderately Sexually Aggressive 
23.6% Low Sexually Aggressive 
• 677 Not Sexually Aggressive 
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R C S II L T S : FACTOR ANALYSIS 
The results of the factor analysis revealed that three 

ORTHOGONAL FACTORS ACCOUNT FOR 5.1% OF THE VARIANCE IN THE SeXUAL 

V 

Experiences Survey, All of these factors have eigenvalues 
greater than one. All the survey items except question two 

XOADED at a level higher than .30 ON THEIR RESPECTIVE FACTOR. 

The items that compose each factor and the factor loadings are 

PRESENTED IN TaBLE 2. 

The first factor, labeled High Sexual Aggression /Victimization^ 
accounted for 29% of the total variance. The items that loaded on 

this factor reflect behaviors that are legally considered RAPE. 

The second factor, labeled Moderate Sexual Aggression/ 

^ ; 

Victimization , accounted for 12% of the variance. The items 
that loaded on this factor describe behaviors that would be 
considered attempted rape. 

The THIRD FACTOR, LABELED LoW SeXUAL AgGRESS I ON/V I CTIM I ZATION, 
ACCOUNTED FOR 10% OF THE VARIANCE. ThE ITEMS THAT LOADED ON THIS 
FACTOR REFLECT CONSENSUAL SEXUAL ACTIVITY AND SEXUAL ACTIVITY 
INVOLVING VERBAL COERCION. * ' • 

\ 
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CONCLUSION S 

The data revealed that experiences with sexual aggression/ 
victimization ranging from consensual sexual intercourse up 
to actual ^ape are reported by both male and female university 

STUDENTS ON THE SeXUAL EXPERIENCES SURVEY. ThUS^ A DIMENSIONAL 

APPROACH IS SUPPORTED BY THE DATA. ADDITIONALLY. THE ^SURVEY 
\ 

COULD BE Lf^ED AS AN ALTERNATIVE APPROACH TO SAMPLING IN FUTURE 
RAPE RESEARCH THAT MAY RESULT IN GREATER UNDERSTANDING OF UN- 
I^EPORTED OR HIDDEN RAPE. 

The FREQUENCY OF MALES ^WHO REPORTED ENGAGING IN VARIOUS 
DEGREES OF SEXUALLY AGGRESSIVE BEHAVIOR WAS HIGH BUT THE NUMBER 
OF FEMALES WHO REPORTED BEING VICTIMIZED WAS SEVERAL TIMES LARGER. 
One COULD speculate that many more males who engaged IN SEXUAL 
AGGRESSION FAILED TO REPORT IT, OR EACH AGGRESSIVE MALE VICTIMIZED 
MORE THAN ONE WOMAN, OR MALES AND FEMALES DIFFERED IN THEIR 
PERCEPTION OF A GIVEN EXPERIENCE.. FURTHER RESEARCH IS NEEDED 
TO EXAMINE THESE POSSIBILITIES. 

The FACTOR- analysis suggested THAT BOTH HIGH \AND MODERATE 
SEXUAL aggression/victimization are CONCEPTUALLY AS WELL AS 
STATISTICALLY DIFFERENT FROM "nORMAL" CONSENSUAL SEXUAL ACTIVITY. 
The >BEHAVIORS INVOLVING VERBAL COERCION^ HOWEVER, WERE NOT FQUND 
TO BE SEPARATE FROM CONSENSUAL SEXUAL ACTIVITY. ThIS FINDING 
MAY SUGGEST THAT THE IDEA OF TRULY NON-AGGRESS IVE/NON-VICTIMIZED 

> 

people does not exist among this college population and that many 
of their typical sexual relationships include coercive elements, . 
This finding certainly has relevance for sexual education and 

RAPE PREV^TION PROGRAMS, 



FIGURE 1 



The Sexual Aggression/Sexual Victimization Continuum 
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Experienced 
sexual inter- 
course sub- 
sequent to 

VERBAL ■ 
COERCION 



Experienced 
force or threat 
OF force but 
for various 
reasons pene- 
tration did 
not occur 



Experienced 
sexual inter- 
course against 

WILL under 

"force or 
threat of 
force 
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Female Sexual Experiences Survey 

Note: For purposes of this research "sexual intercourse" ' is 

defined as penetration, no matter how slight, of the woman 
by the man. ejaculation is not required. whenever you 
see the words sexual intercourse, please use this 
definition. 

Have you ever: 

1. Had sexual intercourse with a man wtiEN you both wanted to? 

2. Had a man misinterpret the level of sexual intimacy you desired? 

3. -Been in a situation where a man became so sexually aroused that 

YO-U FELt it was USELESS TO STOP IIIM EVEN THOUGH YOU DID NOT WANT 
TO tIAVE SEXUAL INTERCOURSE? • 

^. Had SEXUAL intercourse with a man even THOUGH YOU didn't want 
to because' he threatened to end your relationship otherwise? 

5. Had sexual intercourse with a man when you didn't reAlly want 
to because you felt pressured by his continual arguments? 

6. Found out that a man had obtained sexual intercourse with you 

. BY SAYING THINGS HE-DIDN'T REALLY MEAN? 

7. Been in a situation where a man used some degree of physical 

FORCE (twisting YOUR ARM^ HOLDING YOU DOWNi'ETC.) TO MAKE YOU 
ENGAGE IN KISSING OR PETTING WHEN YOU DIDN T WANT TO? 

8. BeEM in a SITUATION WHERE A MAN USED SOME DEGREE OF PHYSI<:AL ^ 

force (twisting your arm^ holding you domj etc.) to try to get 
you to have sexual i ntercourse with him ^hen you didn t want to^ 
but for various reasons intercourse did- rot occur? 

9. Been in a situation where a man tried" to get sexual intercourse 

WITH you when you" DIDN T WANT TO BY THREATENING TO USE PHYSICAL • 
FORCE (twisting YOUR ARM^ HOLDING YOU DOWNy ETC.) IF YOU DIDN T 
COOPERATE BUT FOR VARIOUS REASONS INTERCOURSE DID NOT OCCUR? 

10. Had SEXUAL intercourse with a Man when you didn't want to because . 

HE threatened to USE PHYSICAL FORCE (TWISTING YOUR ARM^ HOLDING 
YOU DOWN^ etc.) if you did NOT COOPERATE? 

11. Had SEXUAL intercourse with a man when YOU didn't WANT TO BECAUSE" 

he used some degree of physical force (twisting your arm^ holding 
you down^ etc.)? ' ^ . 

12. > Been in a situation. where a man obtained sexual act's with you 

SUCH as anal or oral intercourse when you DIDN T want to by USING 
threats -OR PHYSICAL FORCE (TWISTING YOUR ARM^ HOLDING YOU DOWN^ 
ETC.)? ^ 

13. Have you ever been raped? ^2 
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Male Sexual Experiences Survey 



Note: .For purposes o^ this research "sexual intercourse'* is 

defined as penetration^ no matter how slight^ of the woman 
by the man. ejaculation is not required. whenever yo^j 
see -the words sexual m ntercoyrse/ please us^ this 
.definition. . ^ - ^ . . 

Have you eves: ' ^ ■ t ■ 

1. Mad sexual intercourse with a. woman when you both wA"nted to? 

2. Discovered that you had MisuNDERstooD the level of sexual in- 
timacy ^ WOMAN .desired? / ' ■ 

3. Became so sexually aroused that you felt yoO had to have sexual 
• intercourse and felt you could not stop yourself even though the 

woman did not want to? ' • 

Obtained .SEXUAL intercourse with a woman when she DibN'T really 

WANT TO BY TELLING HER YOU-WOULD END THE RELATIONSHI P. I F SHE 

didn't agree? % , " ' 

5. Obtained sexuau intercourse with a woman when she didn't really 
want to aft^continual discussions and arguments about it? 

6. Obtained sexual intercourse wiT-h a woman when she didn't really ' 
want to by saying things you didnt really mean (false promises 
of love^ etc.)? 

7. Used some degree of physical force (twisting her arm, holding her 
. down^ etc.) to make a woman engage in kissing or petting when she 

didn t want to? 

8. Told a woman who did not jWANt to have intercourse that you would 
.USE some degree of physical force (twisting her arm, holding her 

'DOWN, etc.) 'IF 5HE didn't HAVE SEXUAL INTERCOURSE WITH YOU, BUT 
FOR VARl^OUS REASONS INTERCOURSE DID NOT OCCUR? 

* 

9. Used some degree of physIcal force (twisting her arm, holding her 
down, etc.)'^tq- try to obtain sexual intercourse with a woman whp 
didn t-want it, but for.varfous reasons intercourse did.not occur? 

10. Obtained sexual jnt'ercourse with a woman who didn't want to by 
suggesting that you would use some degree of physical force 

(twisting HER ARM, HOLDfNG HER DOWN, ETt . ) IF SHE. DIDN T CO-" 
OPERATE? ' : 

11. Obtained SEXUAL intercourse .with a woman who didn't want to by 

' USING SOME DEGREE OF PHYSICAL FORCE (tW I ST I NG ,HER ARM, HOLDING 
HER DOWN, ETC. )? .7 ^ 

12. • Obtained SEXUAL acts such as oral or anal intercourse with a 

WOMAN' who didn't WANT TO THROUGH THE USE OE THREA^TS OR FORCE 
(twisting HER ARM^ HOLDING HER DOWN, ETC.);' . ' 
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Experiences of Sexual Aggrlssion/Slxual Victimizai ion 



Reported by University Students 



Item 



Have you ever: 



2. 



3. 



5. 



6. 



7. 



8. 



1 



1. - Had sexual intercourse with a man (woman) 

WHEN you both WANTED TO? 




Had a man (woman) misinterpret the level 
of sexual intimacy you desired? . 

Been in a situation where a man (you) 
became so sexually aroused that you 
felt it was useless to stop him even 
though you did not want to have sexual 
interc0urse?/(c0uld not stop yourself ^ 
even though the woman didn t want,-to?) 

Had SEXUAL intercourse with a man (woman) 

EVEN THOUGH YOU (sHE) DIDN't REALLV. WANT 
TO BECAUSE HE* (yOU) THREATENED TO EHD 

your relationshrp otherwise? 

Had sexual'intercourse with a man (woman) 

WHEN YOU (she) DIDN'T REALLY WANT TO 
IECAUSE YOU (she) FELT PRESSURED BY 

iis (your) continual arguments? > 

Found out that a man had obtained sexual 
intercourse with you by saying things he 

didn't REALLY MEAN? (OBTAINED SEXUAL ' 

intercourse by saying things you didn t 
really mean?) 

Been in a situation where a man (you) 
used some degree of physical force 

(TWISTING 'YOUR (her) ARM^ HOLDING YOU , 
(her) DOWN, ETWl TO TRY TO ^KE YOU 
(a woman) ENGAGE ^N KISSING OR PETTING- 
WHEN YOU (she) DIDN X WANT TO? 

Been in a situation where a man (you) 
used some degree op physical force 

(twisting your (her) ARM, HOLDING YOU 
(her) .down, etc.) to TRY TO GET YOU 
{A-W0MAN),T0 have SEXUAL /INTERCOURSE 
WITH HIM (you), when YOU (sHE) DIDN T , 
WANT TO, BUT FOR VARIOUS REASONS 
SEXUAL INTERCOURSE. DID NOT OCCUR? 



Women 
- (N = 2016) 



N 

Yes 



1520 75.^1 



1^121 70.5 



661 32.8 



118 5.9 



^31 21.^ 



Mil ' 20.^1 



609 30.2 



368 18.3 



Men 
(N = 18^16) 



N 

Yes 



IW;. 81 J 
978 53.0 



^25 23.0 



276 15.0 



360 



119 6.^ 



36 '2.0 



9. Been in a situation wkcre a man (you) 

TRIED TO GET SEXUAL INTERCOURSE WITH 
YOU (A woman) WHEN YOU (sHE) DIDN T 

want to by threatening to use physical 

FORCE (TWISTING YOUR (HER) ARM. HOLDING 
YOU (her) DOWN, ETC.) IF YOU (SHE) 
didn't COOPERATE, BUT FOR VARIOUS 
REASONS SEXUAL INTERCOURSE DllD NOT 
OCCUR? 

10. Had SEXUAL int^course with a man (woman) 

WHEN YOU (she) DIDN't ^iANT TO BECAUSE • 
HE (you) THREATENED TO^ USE PHYSICAL FORCE 
(twisting YOUR (hER) ARM, HOLDI NG YOU 
(her) DOWN, ETC.) IF YOU (sHE) DIDN T 

cooperate? \ 

11. Had sexualmntercourse with a man (woman). 

WHEN YOU (she), DIDN't WANT TO BECAUSE 
' HE (you) USED SOME. DEGREE OF PHYSICAL 
.FORCE (twisting YOUR (hER) ARM, HOLDING' 

YOU (her) down, ETC,)?e. 

12. Been in- a situation where a man (you) 

OBTAINED SEXUAL ACTS WITH YOU (A WOMAN) 
such as anal or oral intercourse WHEN 

YOU (she) didn't want to by using threats 
or physical force (twisting your (her) 
arm, holding you (her) down, etc.)? 

13. Have you ever been raped? 
(Women only.) 
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Factor Analysis of the Sexual Experiences Survey 

(N = 3.862) 



V 



Item Composition of Factors 



' i^^^ 7 Factor 
Loadings 



'Factor 1: High Sexual Aggress ion/Victimization 



10. Have 



Have- YOU ever had sexual intercourse with 
'(woman) when you (she) didn t want to B^a 



A MAN 

_.. . - because he 

(you) threatened to use physical force (twisting 
YOUR (her) arm. holding yqu (her) down, etc.) if 

you (she) didn T COt)PERATE? - 



11. 



Have ydu ever had sexual, intercourse with a maN 
(woman; when you (she) didn t want to because he ■ 

(Y0U),-y^ED SOME degree OF P^SICAL FORC^ (TWIST-ING 
your (her) arm. HOLDING' YOU (hER) DOWN. ETC.)? 



12. 



Have you ever been in a situation where a >ian (you)' 

OBTAINED SEXUAL ACTS WITH YOU* (a WOMAN) SUCH AS ANAL 
OR ORAL INTERCOURSE WHEN YOU (sHE) DIDN 't WANT TO 
BY USfNG THREATS OR PHYS ICAL 'FORCE (TWI STI NG .vYGUR. 
(her) ARM^ |Jgj.DING YOU (hER) DOWN., ETC.)? - 



Factor -2: Moderate Sexual Aggression/Victimization 



7. 



Have you ever been in a situation where 

used some DEGREE OF PHYSICAL FORCE (tWI: 
(her) ARM^ holding you (hEF^) tfoWNr .ETC. 
MAKE YOU (a woman) ENGAGE IN^KISSIN6 OR 
when YOU (she) didn T^WANt TO?. 



A MAN (you) 

;ting your 

TO TRY TO 
PETTING 



8.. 



Have you ever been in a situation' wher€ a man (you) 

USED some degree of ,.PH|*^S ICAL force (TW I ST I NG .YOUR 

(her) arm^ holding :you (her) down, etc.) to try to 

GET YOU (a woman) TO HAV^ SEXUaL INTERCOURSE WITH 
HIM WHEN YOU (sHE)* DIDN T WANT TO. BUT FOR 

VARIOUS REASONS SEXUAL INTERCOURSE D|D NOT OCCUR? ' 



.78. 



r 



.67- 



,53- M 



# .58 



^t.,82 



.9, 



Have you ever bIen in a situation where a. man (you) ' 

TRIED TO GET SEXUAL INTERCOURSE WITH YOU (A-WOMAN) 
when YOU (she) , didn't WANT TO BY THREATENING TO ^ , 
USE PHYSICAL FORCE (TWISTING YOUR (hER) ARM. HOLDING 
YOU (her) .DOWN'/" ETC.) TF . YOU (sHE) DIDN't COOPERATE. 
BUT FOR VARIOUS REASONS SEXUAL INTERCOURSE DID NOT 
OCCUR? ' 



.53 




Factor 3: Low Sexual Aggrlssion/Victimizai ion 



1. Have YOU ever had sexual intercourse with a man 
(woman) when you both wanted to? 

3. Have you ever been iiTa situation where a man (you) 

BECAr^E so sexually aroused that you felt it was 
' ^ useless, to stop him even though you did not want to 

have .sexual intercourse?/(could not stop yourself 
■ * even- t,hough the woman didn t want jo?) 

^1, Have you ever had sexual intercourse with a man 
(woman) even though you (she) didnt really want 
to because he (you) threatened to end your 
relationship otherwise?, 

5, Have you evei^ had sexual intercourse wim a man 
(woman) when you (she) didn t really want to 

' BECAUSE YOU (she) FELT PRESSURED' BY HIS (yOUR) 

continual arguments? 

6. Have you ever found out thax a man had obtai^jed 

-SEXUAL intercourse WITH YGU BY SAYING THINGS HE 

/-didn't really mean? (Obtained sexuAl intercourse 

"BY saying; THINGS YOU DIDN'.T; REALLY MEAN?) 

• ^ " ,. . . ' - . 





